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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1. Claims 1-2,9-10,15-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Yoshiya (JP 05-075951). 

As to claim 1 , Yoshiya teaches method for driving display means having a 
predefined display area for displaying, a video image being smaller than the 
display area in order to suppress the marking effect and to limit the disturbing 
effect of unused display sections (paragraphs 0001,0007-0008) comprising the steps of 

providing a video signal for displaying a video image being smaller than said 
display area, so that one or more unused display sections remain on the display area 
(fig. 6, items L1-L2, paragraph 0004), and 

driving said one or more unused display sections with at least one predetermined 
signal (fig. 6, items L1-L2, paragraphs 0007-0008), 

wherein said at least one predetermined signal is computed on the basis of one 
or more analysing areas within said display area, directly abutting on said one or more 
unused areas (drawing 6, items L1-L2, paragraph 0024) and wherein said at least one 
predetermined signal is computed by evaluating the quantity of similar brightness level 
in said analysing areas and by selecting a brightness level according to significant 
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quantity at which brightness level occur in said analysing area abutting on said one or 
more unused areas in order to suppress the marking effect and to limit the disturbing 
effect of the unused display sections (drawing 6 (b), items L1-L2, par. 8, Constitution). 

Yoshiya teaches inserting the average level of the video signal into margine 
section (consitution). 

Yoshiya does not disclose predetermined signal is computed by evaluating the 
quantity of similar brightness level in said analysing areas and by selecting a brightness 
level according to significant quantity at which brightness level occur in said 
analysing area abutting on said one or more unused areas. 

However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to substitute significant quantity at which brightness level occur 
with the average level in order in order to suppress the marking effect and limit the 
disturbing effect of the unused display sections, as recited in claim 1. 

As to claim 9, Yoshiya teaches device for driving display means having a 
predefined display area for displaying, a video image being smaller than the 
display area in order to suppress the marking effect and to limit the disturbing 
effect of unused display sections (paragraphs 0001,0007-0008) comprising: 

determining means for determining one or more unused display sections 
remaining on the display area when driving display means with predetermined video 
signal (fig. 1, items 7-8, paragraphs 0012-0013), , and 

driving means connected to said determining means for driving said one or more 
unused display sections with at least one predetermined signal, said at least one 
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predetermined signal being variable in accordance with said video signal (fig. 1, items 7- 
9, paragraphs 0012-0013 and fig. 6, items L1-L2, paragraphs 0007-0008), and 

wherein said at least one predetermined signal is computed on the basis of one 
or more analysing areas within said display area, said one or more analysing areas 
directly abutting on said one or more unused areas (drawing 6, items L1-L2, paragraph 
0024) and wherein said at least one predetermined signal is computed by evaluating 
brightness values concerning the quantity at which brightness level occur in one of said 
analysing areas and by selecting a brightness level according to significant quantity at 
which brightness level occur in a present video signal for displaying a video image in 
said analysing area abutting on said one or more unused areas in order to suppress the 
marking effect and to limit the disturbing effect of the unused display sections (drawing 
6 (b), items L1-L2, par. 8, Constitution). 

Yoshiya teaches inserting the average level of the video signal into margine 
section (consitution). 

Yoshiya does not disclose predetermined signal is computed by evaluating the 
quantity of similar brightness level in said analysing areas and by selecting a brightness 
level according to significant quantity at which brightness level occur in said 
analysing area abutting on said one or more unused areas. 

However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to substitute significant quantity at which brightness level occur 
with the average level in order in order to suppress the marking effect and limit the 
disturbing effect of the unused display sections, as recited in claim 1 . 
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As to claims 2,10 Yoshiya teaches unused sections include sidebars (fig.6, item 

L2). 

As to claims 1 5-1 8 Yoshiya teaches driving means is capable of limiting the 
brightness of said at least one predetermined signal to a maximum brightness be- 
low the maximum practical brightness of the luminous elements of said display means 
(in the reference average level )(see constitution). 

2. Claims 5-8,13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Yoshiya as applied to claims 5,1 1 above, and further in view of Milch et al. (US 
7,002,593 B2). 

As to claims 5-6,13-14 Yoshiya teaches taking a medium brightness of said 
significant part for said at least one predetermined signal (constitution). 

Yoshiya does not disclose at least one predetermined signal is computed by 
evaluating a histogram of brightness values of one of said analysing areas by applying a 
threshold to histogram in order to obtain a significant part of the histogram. 

Millch et al. teaches at least one predetermined signal is computed by 
evaluating a histogram of brightness values of one of said analysing areas by applying a 
threshold to histogram in order to obtain a significant part of the histogram (col. 3, lines 
10-32). 

It would have been obvious to of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate teachings of Milch et al. into Yoshiya system in order to reduce 
power consumption (col. 1 , lines 6-9 in Milch et al. reference). 
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As to claims 7-8 Yoshiya teaches driving means is capable of limiting the 
brightness of said at least one predetermined signal to a maximum brightness be- 
low the maximum practical brightness of the luminous elements of said display means 
(in the reference average level )(see constitution). 



Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed on 12/09/08 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

On page 6, last paragraph of Remark, Applicant's stated that Yoshiya teaches to 
drive the margin section with a signal computed on the basis of an average level of the 
video image. However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to substitute significant quantity at which brightness level 
occur with the average level in order in order to suppress the marking effect and limit 
the disturbing effect of the unused display sections, as recited in claim 1 . 

On page 6-8 of Remark, Applicant's stated that the present invention teaches an 
improvement by using the main content (main level) of the video image, which in 
difference to the average level ensures that in case of a black image with some white 
points also the sidebars will be black. However, in response to applicant's argument that 
the references fail to show certain features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the 
features upon which applicant relies (i.e., main level) are not recited in the rejected 
claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from 
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the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181 , 26 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

On page 6, 3 rd paragraph of Remark, Applicant's stated that None of the cited 
references neither alone nor in combination disclose or give any hint to reduce the 
disturbing, effect of active sidebars (sidebars adapting the gray level to the video level 
to suppress the marking effect (burn in effect)). However, Yoshiya reference in Purpose 
described how to prevent of burning of margine section (sidebars). 
2. On pages 9-1 2 of Remark, Applicant's stated that The effect desired by Yoshiya 
is improved by the present invention as instead of an average level of the video signal 
(average brightness level), according to the present invention brightness values 
concerning the quantity at which each brightness level occurs in one of said 
analysing areas(main content (main level) of the video image) is used to compute the 
signal for unused areas, which is also neither disclosed nor suggested by Milch et al. or 
a combination of Yoshiya and Milch. However, in response to applicant's arguments 
against the references individually, one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking 
references individually where the rejections are based on combinations of references. 
See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981 ); In re Merck & Co., 800 
F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/801 ,1 25 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2629 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Telephone inquire 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Leonid Shapiro whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7683. The examiner can normally be reached on 8 a.m. to 5 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Hjerpe can be reached on 571-272-7691 . The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



II. SJ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2629 
02.20.09 

/Richard Hjerpe/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2629 



